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The Alleged Child Labor 
Amendment 


Paut L. BLaKELy, S.J. 


T is impossible to oppose any legislation backed by a lobby 
and avoid being hit with hard words, or whole lexicons 
of them. In discussing the child-labor Amendment, I shall 
doubtless be accused, as better men have been accused, of 
being pushed “into the opposition by unscrupulous and plu- 
tocratic propaganda,” and of using “dishonest arguments.” 
These objurgations leave me unmoved, for anti-toxin bodies 
have been set up in my system by years of contact with Pro- 
hibitionists and Smith-Townerites. It is regrettable, how- 
ever, to know that these scabrous epithets have been lately 
applied to Catholic opponents of the Amendment, especially 
since among the leaders in this opposition one finds Cardinal 
O’Connell, of Boston, Cardinal Hayes, of New York, with 
his five Suffragan Bishops, Archbishop Glennon, of St. Louis, 
F. P. Kenkel, of the Central Bureau of the Central Verein, 
and the editorial staff of this Review. 
What, then, is this widely discussed Amendment? I 
quote the text. 


Section 1. The Congress shall have power to limit, regulate, and 
prohibit the labor of persons under eighteen years of age. 

Section 2. The power of the several States is unimpaired by this 
article except that the operation of State laws shall be suspended to 
the extent necessary to give effect to legislation enacted by Congress. 


Those who habitually speak of the “child-labor” Amend- 
ment will probably be surprised to observe that the Amend- 
ment makes no reference to child labor. “Child labor” is 
merely a phrase, cleverly adopted by propagandists to enable 
them to plead that the sole purpose of the Amendment is 
“to keep little children out of factories.” That is the exact 
line used by Secretary of Labor Perkins in her address be- 
fore the General Assembly of Kentucky two years ago. The 
Amendment also fails to distinguish between childhood and 
adolescence, and hence is properly styled the “so-called” or 
“alleged” child-labor Amendment. 
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Now the general proposition, “child labor is an evil,” 
is obviously untrue. It is necessary to distinguish, as this 
Amendment does not, between the forms which child labor 
may take. To force a child to toil for long hours in a coal 
mine is child labor of an objectionable kind, clearly con- 
demned by Leo XIII in his Encyclical on the Condition of 
the Working Classes. But it is not wrong for that child’s 
father to oblige him to carry scuttles of coal to the kitchen, 
as may be needed. That, rather, is a valuable element in 
his education; an element that was lost when children 
stopped doing chores about the house. If we shift the ex- 
ample to consider the case of a boy of seventeen working 
in a mine, which under the Amendment he may not do, 
there may be reasonable difference of opinion. Certainly, 
there are plenty of husky lads of that age who would not 
find such work harmful, or even particularly hard. Indi- 
vidual cases, of course, present difficulties, but objectionable 
child labor may be defined, I think, as labor which is in- 
jurious to the child’s religious, intellectual, or physical well- 
being and development. 

But that is not the labor directly and exclusively for- 
bidden by the proposed Amendment. 

This Amendment authorizes Congress to prohibit any 
and all labor, at any time and in any place, by any person 
under eighteen years of age. No distinction is made be- 
tween labor that is gainful, and labor that is not, between 
labor in the home and labor in the mine, between labor on a 
farm and labor in a sweatshop; and when the measure was 
first proposed, its proponents steadily beat back all attempts 
to limit it in any way. 

During the Senate debates, Reed, of Missouri, offered 
an amendment exempting labor “in agriculture and horti- 
culture.” It was rejected. Another amendment provided 
that “no law enacted under this article shall affect in any 
way the labor of any child or children on the farm of its 
parent or parents.” That too was rejected. Finally, the 
proposal was made that “no law shall control the labor of 
any child in the house or business, or on the premises con- 
nected therewith, of the parent or parents,”’ and it was over- 
whelmingly voted down. 

Other instances of the unwillingness of Congress to vote 
for any Amendment but a blanket Amendment, authorizing 
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Congress to prohibit absolutely any kind of work by any 
person under eighteen years of age, can be found in the 
Congressional Record, 1924, and the Reports. They leave 
no doubt whatever of the intent of the legislators, and amply 
justify the comment of my friend, the late Rev. Jones Corri- 
gan, S.J., of Boston College, “Nothing redder ever came out 
of Russia.” 

Father Corrigan’s defense of the interests of labor, ex- 
tending over many years, hardly stamps him as a man whose 
testimony is to be rejected because of his contacts with dis- 
honest and unscrupulous plutocrats. But the statement does 
not rest upon his own authority. It rests upon the official 
record of What was done in the Congress which proposed 
this most dangerous Amendment. As I wrote in this Re- 
view more than nine years ago, “The grant of power .. . is 
not limited to occupations that are ‘gainful’ or ‘dangerous.’ 
It extends to occupations paid or unpaid, safe or dangerous 
or beneficial; seasonal, full-time, or part-time; in the fac- 
tory, on the farm, in the home; and all suggestions to limit 
the scope of the Amendment were rejected by Congress.” I 
still maintain the truth of these statements, and I challenge 
refutation. The intention of Congress to force us “to yield 
to the Government the right to regulate children up to 
eighteen years of age,” as the Archbishop of St. Louis has 
interpreted the Amendment, is evidenced by the facts. 

In defense of the Amendment, a mimeographed letter, 
with a statement, is now being circulated among Catholics. 
From the letter I have quoted the offensive epithets to which 
I have referred. From the statement I take most of the 
arguments I am about to consider. These indicate an ex- 
ceedingly narrow foundation, if any at all, for an Amend- 
ment which proposes to bring some 40,000,000 Americans 
under the control of a political majority in Congress. 

1. “Child labor is increasing; therefore the Federal 
Government must prohibit it.” The illation is utterly in- 
valid, but as the argument on logic and constitutionality 
would be lengthy, I content myself with showing that the 
premise is false. 

The figures published by the Bureau of the Cined are 
readily accessible and, I assume, are fairly accurate. They 
show that child labor has been steadily decreasing over a 
period of at least thirty years. 
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In 1900, the percentage of boys, 10 to 15 years old, 
gainfully occupied, was 26.1. In 1910, it was 24.8. In 
1920, it was 11.3. In 1930, it was 6.4. For the girls, the 
percentages are, respectively, 10.2, 11.9, 5.6, and 2.9. The 
figures do not indicate a sporadic, but a steadily forced 
decrease over nearly a third of a century. They testify to 
the vigor of an enlightened public opinion in the States 
which is effectively suppressing harmful forms of child labor. 

2. “Low legislative standards in child labor in one State 
cause unfair competition between the industries of that State 
and similar industries in another State with higher stand- 
ards.” 

The insinuation that the extent of child labor creates 
unfair competition throughout the country is not borne out 
by the figures. To begin with, child labor is steadily de- 
creasing; hence no Amendment is needed. In the next place, 
the number of young people gainfully employed is compara- 
tively small. In 1930, 48,829,920 persons in the United 
States were gainfully employed. Of these, only 667,118, 
or 1.37 per cent, were children in the 10-15 year-old group. 
In the entire 10-17 year-old group, the totals were 2,145,- 
959, or 4.39 per cent of all gainfully employed persons. Fur- 
thermore, many of these boys and girls were in work that 
bears no relation whatever to inter-State competition. They 
were clerks, messengers, newsboys, domestic servants, shop 
girls, chauffeurs, and farm workers. Even granting, how- 
ever, that all without exception were engaged in some indus- 
try substantially related to inter-State commerce, the dis- 
turbance was not so extensive that to suppress it we are 
justified in introducing an organic change into the funda- 
mental law of the land. 

3. “The fear that Congress will prohibit every kind of 
child labor is without any substantial basis.” 

That fear has the most substantial basis that can be 
conceived: the undeniable power of Congress ‘under the 
Amendment to prohibit any and every form of child labor. 
The Amendment contains no limitations; therefore Con- 
gress is bound by none. Hence, should a bare majority in 
Congress provide that, to safeguard her education, no seven- 
teen-year-old girl shall engage in housework for more than 
one hour per day; or shall engage in it only when the home 
has been equipped with a vacuum cleaner, an electric dish- 
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washer, and such other apparatus as shall be specified; or 
shall be prohibited entirely from engaging in such work; 
that legislation would lie wholly within the authority con- 
ferred on Congress by the Amendment. 

Speaking before the Kentucky General Assembly on 
February 21st, Miss Perkins assured the Solons that Con- 
gress would never do any of these things. It was very 
sweet of Miss Perkins thus to lull our fears but since she 
knows exactly nothing of what a future Congress may do, 
her assurance is worthless. 

4. “A law enacted by Congress, forbidding children to 
chop wood or carry a scuttle of coal for their mothers would 
be extreme, ridiculous, and absurd.” I take the answer, 
as given by a member of the Kentucky Bar, Stephens L. 
Blakely, of Covington. “That is the very reason why I 
oppose the Amendment. I am opposed to giving to any 
legislative body the power to do a thing that we all concede 
to be extreme, ridiculous, and absurd, and then to trust 
to luck that it won’t be done.” (Kentucky Post, February 
19th.) The issue here, and the sole pertinent issue, is not 
what Congress may do; only God knows that; but what 
Congress can do; and everyone knows that who is capable 
of reading the text of the Amendment. 

5. “It is utterly improbable that Congress will fix the 
limit in the vast majority of cases at a higher age than six- 
teen years.” ‘“Mebbe aye and mebbe no, and mebbe In- 
verary,” as the Bishop of Midlothian said on a momen- 
tous occasion. “In other wurrds, Ah’m no so sure.” Es- 
chewing prophecy and holding to facts, the one fact that 
sticks out like a sore thumb is that Congress can jack the 
age up to eighteen in all cases, and keep it there. The bur- 
den of most pleas for this monstrous Amendment is that 
Congress will never use the power which the Amendment 
authorizes. Why, then, authorize that tremendous grant 
of power? Why were all limitations bitterly resented, and 
promptly rejected, when Congress discussed the Amendment? 

Legislative history shows that Congress generally ex- 
ercises its authority to the limit. Unlike Oliver Twist, it 
starts with a full bowl of thick porridge, and instead of 
asking politely for more, reaches out for the kitchen and all 
the provender, hoping that the Supreme Court will be look- 
ing the other way. “Congress is quite given to exercising 
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all the power it enjoys,” said Thomas R. Marshall, who pre- 
sided over the Senate for eight years. ‘Even when the Su- 
preme Court calls a slight halt on it, the Congress is apt to 
rage.” Two excellent examples in the very field we are 
considering are found in the attempts of Congress to enact° 
a child-labor law. There was no warrant for this legislation 
in the Constitution; hence Congress based the first Act on its 
power to regulate inter-State commerce, and the second on 
its power to tax. Both were declared by the Supreme Court 
to be unwarranted extensions of the rightful power of Con- 
gress. : 

6. “No one objects to the power of the States to regu- 
late child labor. Why should this power be harmful when 
vested in Congress?” For a number of reasons; only a few 
can be given here. 

(a) In a matter so intimately affecting the child and 
the family, power should be kept as near home as possible. 
In every State, the people have at hand the machinery by 
which they can directly control State officials. But they 
have no such means of controlling a vast super-government 
at Washington, erected over the States. 

(b) Power under the Amendment would be exercised 
through a Department or a Bureau. Before the old child- 
labor laws were thrown out by the Supreme Court, the 
Children’s Bureau at Washington swelled up like a poisoned 
pup both in the appropriations which it demanded—and got 
—and in the functions which it arrogated. The history of 
that Bureau alone suffices to show that a police power which 
can be exercised properly by the several States is apt to be 
harmfully exercised when vested in the Federal Government. 

(c) We wish no gangs of spies and pursuivants snoop- 
ing in homes in the States, and issuing their mandatory de- 
crees as to what parents may and may not do in the control 
of their seventeen-year-old children. We shall not get them? 
We did under Prohibition. “We were told that a benevolent 
Federal Government would wisely enforce the Prohibition 
Act,” to quote Mr. Blakely again. “But it was enforced 
with fire and sword, with trespass and murder, and it created 
a new underworld, an aristocracy of gangsters.” 

I have barely touched upon reasons drawn from a con- 
sideration of our constitutional dual form of Government. 
These are too numerous to be discussed here. I would 
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merely repeat the warning of the author of the Declaration 
of Independence, that in grants of power it is disastrous 
folly to trust to the good dispositions of a government. Wise 
and benevolent despots do not always remain wise and 
benevolent, and governments invariably seek to expand the 
bounds of the powers entrusted to them. 


2 * * 


Years ago, Thomas R. Marshall, a prominent citizen al- 
though Vice-President of the United States, wrote that the 
so-called Child Labor Amendment would assure us a never- 
failing crop of young criminals. The real evil today is not 
that adolescents are over-worked, but that they are not 
worked enough. In case the Federal Youth Control meas- 
ure is adopted, provision must be made for husky lads of 
sixteen and seventeen who long ago reached the limit of their 
intellectual capacities, and are now forbidden to work. 
‘Uncle Sam, a poor Uncle, will be a poorer parent. 

2K * * 


The real purpose of the so-called Child Labor Amend- 
ment is control by a political majority in Congress of about 
42,000,000 young Americans. There is little harmful child 
labor in the United States, and that little could be removed 
immediately by State action; but if this Amendment is not 
defeated we shall have plenty of harmful child regulation 
by Federal satraps. It is not pleasant to think of the con- 
trol affecting child health and education, which a pressure- 
group could extract from this fraudulent Amendment, es- 
pecially under a hand-picked Supreme Court. 











Catholic Press Bulwark Against 
Communism in America 


Most Rev. JoHN M. Gannon, D.D. 
As issued by the N. C. W. C. News Service. 


VERY great alarm has seized many leaders in America, 
notably churchmen and statesmen, regarding the im- 
pending evil of Communism. 

Whether this alarm is fixed on solid facts and American 
realities or is due to over-reading on current events of some 
nations of Europe, is an open question. With some there 
must be a great impending evil. If there is not one, they 
will create one through the nerves of apprehension. With 
other people, there is a foolish phlegmatic indifference 
which never measures a rising evil or its rueful consequences 
until the deluge breaks loose and all is lost. 

The President of the United States and the elected 
members of the Congress, whose American patriotism and 
religious affiliations are unquestioned, do not express any 
marked apprehension about the danger to the American 
form of government and our traditional Christian heritage 
in the face of the novelties of Communism. They claim the 
impending danger is found in the tyranny and dominance 
of an enormous artificial corporate power, legally created 
and protected by the very government itself, which to a de- 
gree has swept aside human rights and family life and has 
largely removed moral responsibility from the conscience 
of the American people. They think the great impending 
evil is distinctly American,—is not European, but grew out 
from our democracy which created and endowed artificial 
persons, known as corporations, with too much power and 
protection, and pushed into the background the individual, 
moral and Christian responsibility of the American citizen. 
They propose to reverse this order, to make government 
humanitarian, to curb rapacity, to regulate strictly by law 
artificial creations of the State and to reestablish moral re- 
sponsibility of the individual American citizen and family. 
88 
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Communism, they say, is only an immigrant beggar, lurk- 
ing in America’s back yard. When our great American 
democracy has trouble in adjusting its expanding forces 
of development, this foreign beggar becomes more importu- 
nate and threatening; when American democracy takes its 
usual stride of prosperity, progress and contentment, the 
strange rogue becomes the object of American pity and con- 
tempt. 


MEANING OF COMMUNISM 


Communism is a most commonly used word. What does 
it mean? We should know the meaning of the term before 
we can arrive at any intelligent conclusions about it. If 
Communism means, as many uninformed think, some im- 
proved justice for the common people of America, naturally 
many Americans are Communists. If Communism means 
the curbing of powerful corporations, the punishment of the 
dishonest wealthy, the improvement of the common man’s 
lot, the last Presidential election leaves no doubt on the 
Communism of America. If Communism, however, means 
atheistic revolution against the American Government and 
American churches, only a comparatively small number of 
Americans can be called Communists. Outside a few local- 
ized clusters of foreigners, and a few irresponsible professors 
in schools, atheistic Communism has little hold on Ameri- 
cans and does not promise to attract and satisfy American 
ideals and hopes. There is in American history none of the 
Czarist absolutism or monarchical tyranny out of which such 
extreme monsters as Communism are born. The democracy 
of the American people grew naturaly from virgin soil and 
pioneer constructive labors, and it does not appear to be in 
the destiny of Americans to resolve themselves into the 
vagaries and cruelties of an imported Communism. 

Communism is no solution of the labor question or of 
any other economic or political problem. It is a philosophy 
of nihilism which destroys all traditional order, creates wide- 
spread chaos, and then establishes absolutism to rule through 
bullets and decrees instead of ballots and law. Wherever 
Communism raises its ugly head, crime, atrocities and blood- 
shed follow. The accumulated evidence of its gory record 
through Russia, China, Mexico, and Spain,—the only na- 
tions in which it has established authority,—should be suffi- 
cient to make every red-blooded American an uncompro- 
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mising enemy against even the effort to establish the theory 
of Communism within the boundaries of the United States. 

Too frequently Americans are without the facts and 
history of this deplorable and cruel system of government. 
It therefore becomes the duty of the American press, secu- 
lar and religious, to spread out the facts before the Ameri- 
can people, to inform them of the dangers, the horrors, the 
rueful consequences of swerving, even in a slight degree, 
from the traditional constitution and government of the 
United States, to the snares and brutalities of Communistic 
usurpation. 

ATTACK ON THE CHURCH 


While we know that human society is always tormented 
by subversive forces and usually observes a spirit of calm 
faith and good will in the face of these evils, the ferocity 
of the present-day attack on the Church in Europe demands 
that we do something more than exercise the passive vir- 
tues,—we must attack. European Communism, which has 
seeped through into American soil, threatens a war against 
the American Government and against Christianity. We 
must organize, encourage and strengthen our Catholic press. 
The Catholic press, supported zealously in the Catholic 
pulpit, forms the most powerful weapon at the disposal of 
the Church. 

It may be true that this age reacts to the noisy, the 
blatant, the spectacular, the irreverent. They affect emo- 
tionally only the surface of society. Deep down beneath 
the surface we find the solid virtues and the permanent 
spiritual forces of civilization. The profound faith of man- 
kind in its own divine destiny, still grips and governs the 
human heart and gives a strength to our civilization which 
no blatant nationalism, economic promises or futile theories 
of Communism can destroy. Our Catholic editors and au- 
thors must appeal to this fine American nature, stir up these 
spiritual and patriotic forces dormant in the souls of Ameri- 
cans, fan them into’a raging flame of love for America, her 
benevolent traditions, her democratic institutions, her splen- 
did Christian ideals and religious practices. Let a verdict 
on any great political or economic question be measured by 
the sound common sense of the American people. They may 
have many faults but they are known for sound practical 
sense in their political and economic life. They will, as a 
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consequence, condemn Communism as unsound, impractical 
and un-American. 

It is unthinkable that our supreme Christian culture, 
built up by the artistic diligence and sacrificial faith of the 
millions across the centuries, is to be suddenly annihilated 
by the stealthy intrigue and terror of Communism. We have 
met Attila and the Huns,—and survived. We have been 
challenged often, threatened and frightened, but we have 
never been conquered nor have we lost faith in the supreme 
destiny of the human race whose Redemption was purchased 
by the blood of Christ. 


Duty or CATHOLIC PRESS 


However, in this solemn hour, we men and women of the 
Catholic press, including our authors and publishers, have 
a great duty to perform in behalf of our nation and our 
Church. We recall the terrifying verse of Holy Writ in 
the despairing wail of Hosea: ““My people are destroyed for 
lack of knowledge”; we dip our pen deeply into the ink of 
truth and write as clearly as the stars the story of man’s 
redemption and the story of the founding of the American 
nation. We unfold page by page the inspiring events of 
twenty centuries of Church suffering and glory and, in our 
own era, the heroic sacrifices and imperishable words of 
those who founded and shaped America to its present ad- 
mirable and matchless form. The Catholic press must 
furnish the people with that knowledge on social reconstruc- 
tion which will keep them from being destroyed by Com- 
munism or any other impending evil. We must purify 
and strengthen the human society with a knowledge of the 
Papal Encyclicals. We face an arduous duty and an in- 
different age with unbounded confidence that the truth, 
when clearly set forth, will prevail; that the errors and de- 
lusions which are leading so many adrift today will eventu- 
ally lose their charm. 

It was to these very ends that almost two decades ago 
the Bishops of the country, through the National Catholic 
Welfare Conference, set up and have since maintained the 
N. C. W. C. News Service as an aid to the Catholic press. 
Through this agency they have enabled Catholic journals 
to acquaint our people generally with the truth concerning 
Social Justice and Communism, as well as other outstand- 
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ing movements and events, in a manner more adequate 
than the papers themselves could attain through their own 
resources alone. I think I can pledge the N. C. W. C. News 
Service to continue with ever more effectiveness to supply 
this enlightening truth for transmission to the readers of 
the Catholic press. 

It was in a sense also toward these ends that twenty-five 
years ago Catholic journalists themselves formed the Cath- 
olic Press Association of the United States, and have since 
conducted it with increasing service to the Church. This 
Association has sought by various means and with consider- 
able success to make the spread of Catholic truth more gen- 
eral, more attractive, and more effective. 


DEFENSE OF TRUTH 


If there ever was a duty specifically marked out in any 
age, it is the duty of the Catholic editor today, for it is his 
glory to expound and defend the truth. The source of all 
evil in our day is the corruption of the truth; in fact the 
evil of our century is the corruption of human thought. 
We have met in other ages the excesses of human passion, 
the corruption of human virtue, but at no time have we been 
so endangered by the poverty and bad quality of human 
thought that confronts us today. 

In many circles, science, art, literature and some uni- 
versities have conspired to blot out of the mind all divine 
supernatural light. The Catholic editor writes in the di- 
vine light of truth and is precisely the man who can pene- 
trate the darkness and chaos of the present world and re- 
store Christian order and faith. The Catholic editor is will- 
ing, able and courageous. Will you, the Catholic people, 
and you, the great American public at large, give him the 
attention and support he deserves? Social injustice has 
become a scourge in the world. The Catholic Church does 
not assume to defend the injustice of our present social 
order, or to support entrenched interests in any attempt to 
suppress the rights of the common people. The reaction 
of many people to social injustice has taken the form of 
Communism, rebellion or some other attack against consti- 
tuted order. Bloodshed and chaos have followed and rea- 
son has taken wings and fled. It is not primarily the Holy 
Church, not religion, not benevolent government, against 
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which some people angrily protest; it is social injustice al- 
lowed to dominate too long without correction. 

The Catholic editor, the Catholic author, the Catholic 
preacher, the Catholic publisher, can shed more light on 
this disordered world, can pour in more of the unction of 
Christ to heal the wounds of these bruised and angry groups 
of rebellious men, than any other class of leaders. The 
Holy Father has said: ‘The printed word is ruler of the 
world.” Let us spread and disseminate that word through 
our Catholic press in the hope of enlightening the ignorant 
and of establishing on earth a reign of justice and charity. 
May God bless our Catholic editors! 


The Catholic Press: 
Is It Behind the Times? 


VINCENT DE PAUL FITZPATRICK 


As issued by the N.C. W. C. News Service. 


T the very beginning of this article let us make the 

plain, frank, unequivocal statement that both the Cath- 
olic Church and the Catholic press are, in many respects, 
out of step with the times. 

We eagerly plead guilty to the charge. We confess that 
it is because we have not hesitated, nor lagged, in the 
pursuance of fundamental moral principles and in main- 
taining a Fundamental Philosophy, that we are out of step 
with the spirit of the world in so many things. We have gone 
marching on at the same even tempo, refusing to be lured 
aside by mirages, refusing to toss away our moral principles 
and our true philosophy to follow the false philosophers and 
the so-called Liberals of today, who have abandoned phi- 
losophy and moral principles and who rush aside to pursue 
phantoms, myths, falacies and contradictories. 

In presenting our arguments in defense of both the’Cath- 
olic Church and the Catholic press, we shall use the term 
LIBERALS in capital letters for the sake of clarity ‘and 
brevity. We do so purely for the purpose of identification 
and to avoid confusion, not because we believe the LIBER- 
ALS are so important as to be thus identified. 
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POSITION MISREPRESENTED 


The LIBERALS, from platforms and in the columns of 
the radical or near-radical press, present the Catholic Church 
as illiberal, as intransigeant and as not interested in the 
problems of humanity. They present the Catholic Church 
as harshly and tyrannously repressive, as determined to 
force man to surrender his free will. So ignorant, so illogi- 
cal, so non-observant are so many of these LIBERALS, that 
they do not know that there is no institution in the world 
today that so emphasizes as does the Catholic Church the 
doctrine of free will. The Catholic Church insists that it 
is man’s will that differentiates him from the beasts of the 
field. It says that man’s free will is so complete that if man 
wills not to be saved, not even God in Heaven can save him 
from being damned. Judas, one of the twelve Apostles, be- 
trayed his Master because he, Judas, willed to do so, and 
Peter, another Apostle, denied Our Saviour because he willed 
to do so. 

There are some psychologists who, if they were to study 
the histories of Judas and St. Peter, would say that they were 
not responsible for their acts, that they were impelled on by 
an irresistible impulse and were not, therefore, morally re- 
sponsible. But the Catholic Church insists that no man, 
unless he be completely insane, can perform acts until he 
has willed to perform them. There you have the difference 
between the Fundamental Teachings, the Fundamental 
Ethics and Fundamental Philosophy of the Catholic Church 
and the vagaries, and worse, of the LIBERALS. 

The LIBERALS say the Catholic Church is tyrannous 
and commands by force. The Catholic Church has endured 
since Christ established it, and will continue to exist until 
the end of time. Tyrants cannot exist without military 
forces. The Catholic Church has no military forces, it has 
no great temporal power. Vatican City is the smallest 
sovereign state in all the world. The 330,000,000 subjects 
of the Catholic Church are scattered the world over, they are 
of every race and clime; they speak diverse languages. They 
are not coerced—they could not be—and yet they are all 
united in the same beliefs, the same teachings, the same 
Fundamental Philosophy, with the Vicar of Christ as their 
Great White Father. They give him freely and gladly their 
spiritual allegiance. If the nations of the world were united 
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in the same disparate harmony as the 330,000,00 Catholics 
in their spiritual allegiance to Pius XI, there would be no 
wars nor rumors of war. 

The LIBERALS say the Catholic Church is heartless, 
unbending, adamant in its refusal to concede anything to the 
weakness of man, unwilling to recognize human frailties and 
make provision for them The Catholic Church recognizes 
fully the weakness of man, and because it does so it main- 
tains today the same Confessional instituted by Jesus Christ, 
and it gives to all of us weak Catholics spiritual strength by 
feeding our souls on the Body and Blood of Jesus Christ. 


ATTITUDE ON MARRIAGE 


The LIBERALS say the Catholic Church is inhuman in 
its enforcement of its divorce laws, is stubborn in insisting 
that the bonds of marriage be preserved, instead of allow- 
ing those who have found misery in marriage to break their 
nuptial promises and be united in wedlock to those whom 
they really love. The Catholic Church thereby, say the 
LIBERALS, refuses to recognize the right of men and women 
to be happy. 

We Catholics know well the teachings of the Church, 
transmitted from her Founder, on the subject of marriage. 
There is no need to comment on this point. But the very 
advocates of free love through the medium of the divorce 
courts ignore the unhappiness and the wrecked lives of in- 
nocent children who are deprived of the love of one or both 
parents, who are deprived of homes through no fault of their 
own, and who are treated so unjustly that they are not even 
allowed to enter their protests in courts. Nor have the 
LIBERALS ever taken steps to remedy such injustice to 
the innocent victims of divorce. Maternal, and paternal, 
love are crushed by those who prefer to follow their own pas- 
sions rather than stand forth in defense of the little ones 
committed to their care. 

The Catholic Church persists in retaining the Fifth Com- 
mandment—‘Thou Shalt Not Kill” —as well as the rest of the 
Commandments. It considers human life the most precious 
possession in the world, next to the immortality of the soul. 
Will LIBERALS deny that what the Catholic Church stands 
for in this respect is wrong? They dare not say so in words, 
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but in deed they do deny it. They do so when they advocate 
the denial of life through the medium of birth control. 

They go beyond such a terrible philosophy—at least 
some of them do. There are some who advocate euthanasia, 
which is an invasion of free will. They would murder the 
hopeless invalids and others, despite the fact that every 
man’s life belongs to him. In Germany, and even in our own 
country, sterilization is either actually practiced or advo- 
cated, and sterilization is an invasion of human right and a 
denial of the right to beget life. 

Not only do the LIBERALS invade the rights of man, 
but often, when they illogically present themselves as the de- 
fenders of the rights of man, they deny the rights of God, 
forgetting that the rights of man, the creature, are indis- 
solubly bound up with the rights of God, the Creator. In 
Russia, Spain, Mexico and other countries the rights of God 
have been denied, and so, at the same time, have the rights 
of man. 


Gop’s R1icHtT To LovE 


God’s right to love and adoration have been denied even 
to the extent of murdering those whose only crime is that 
they insist on loving Him and serving Him. God’s taber- 
nacles are destroyed and the tabernacles of the soul which 
He has given to every man are destroyed likewise. 

How many outcries have you heard from the LIBERALS 
against the denial of these dual rights in the countries named? 
They protest against the invasion by the Nazis and Fascists 
of the liberties of a sovereign State, but say nothing when 
men and women who rise against an unjust tyranny are 
murdered by the Communistic followers of the Soviet-ruled 
autocracies. What good is liberty to a man if he is to be 
killed simply because he seeks it? 

The LIBERALS condemn the Catholic Church as the 
enemy of freedom of speech and freedom of the press. They 
remain eloquently silent on the third member of that trinity 
—freedom of religion—and we could add they are opposed 
to a fourth freedom—freedom of assemblage. At least they 
have made no protest against the murders of men, women 
and children who have assembled in Communistic countries 
to adore their Lord and Master. And in what countries in 
all the world does one find so complete an annihilation of 
freedom of the press, freedom of speech, freedom of worship 
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and freedom of assemblage as in the Communistically-con- 
trolled lands of Russia, Spain, and Mexico? 

The LIBERALS say the Catholic Church is the foe of 
the workers and the foe of Social Justice. Let it be repeated 
that the Catholic Church believes in the Fifth Command- 
ment, “Thou Shalt Not Kill,” and in the Seventh Command- 
ment, “Thou Shalt Not Steal.” The Catholic Church calls 
it a heinous sin when employers grind down employees, when 
they force long hours upon them, pay starvation wages and 
make them work under conditions detrimental to health, 
thus veritably killing, by their callousness, brutality and 
inhumanity in the various injustices mentioned, those who 
are made to the image and likeness of God. And the Cath- 
olic Church teaches employers that they shall not steal— 
that they must not deprive employees of wages that morally 
belong to them, that they must not deprive them of the 
comforts of life to which under God’s plan they are legiti- 
mately entitled. 


SLAVERY OF WORKERS 


In what country, pray, are workmen living in more ab- 
ject slavery than the workmen of Communistic Russia? 
When Russia brutally and cold-heartedly was willing to let 
millions of its people starve, it was Pope Pius XI, head of 
the Church which Soviet Russia so cruelly persecuted, who 
fed the starving multitudes. 

And do the LIBERALS know what a Manning of Eng- 
land and a Von Ketteler of Germany did for the oppressed 
workers? Have they forgotten what a Gibbons of Balti- 
more did in behalf of the Knights of Labor and what other 
prelates and priests in this country have done in behalf of 
the Labor Union, in behalf of fair wages, shorter hours, 
collective bargaining of the workers? Have they forgotten 
what the Church has done in past centuries in the formation 
of Guilds, what a Vincent de Paul and a Frederic Ozanam 
did in France and what prelates and priests through the cen- 
turies and in our own days have done in protecting workers 
from exploiters and usurers and others—what prelates and 
priests, in the United States and other countries, today; are 
doing in trying to stir their fellow-citizens to indignation 
against the injustices committed against the poor and ex- 
ploited? 
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How much attention have the LIBERALS given to the 
Encyclicals “Rerum Novarum,” “Quadragesimo Anno” and 
others in defense of and in championship of the working 
man? How many of these LIBERALS belong to such or- 
ganizations, or kindred organizations, as the St. Vincent de 
Paul Society, the Ladies of Charity, the Young Catholics’ 
Friends’ Societies and others? How often have the speakers 
for peace referred to the appeals of our various Popes for 
peace? Would there have been a World War if the appeals 
of Pope Pius X had been heeded? Would the World War 
have been continued if the appeals of Benedict XV been 
heeded? Would there be war clouds hovering over the world 
of today if the appeals of Pius XI had been heeded? Even 
Pius’ appeals for peace—delivered from his sick bed—have 
drawn no response from the LIBERALS. 

The LIBERALS say that the Catholic Church is the 
enemy of advanced education. The Catholic Church which 
has been the educator through the centuries—the Benedic- 
tine Fathers, for example, have been teachers for fifteen cen- 
turies. From the first days of Christianity, the Catholic 
Church has been the Supreme Teacher. The LIBERALS 
who are so free and so quick in their denunciations have not 
spoken out indignantly and sharply against the destruction 
of Catholic schools, colleges, and universities in Russia, 
Spain and Mexico. Why? Consistency, thy name is not 
LIBERAL. Not even have the LIBERALS protested 
against the closing of hospitals in which the sick poor were 
treated free, nor the destruction of the orphanages in which 
little ones were being given a chance to attain happiness in 
life. 

ATTACKS ON SCHOOLS 


You never have heard a Catholic Bishop, or a Catholic 
priest, or a Catholic layman, demand the closing of a public 
school in this country. We Catholics pay without protest 
our share of the taxes in supporting such schools. But at- 
tempts have been made by law in this country to outlaw 
Catholic schools. How many LIBERALS protested against 
such invasion of the Rights of Man? In this day, when we 
Catholics ask that our children in the country places be ac- 
corded the same rights in the matter of bus transportation 
to Catholic schools as are accorded to the public school chil- 
dren, the LIBERALS make no protest against discrimination, 
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though we Caholics help to pay for such transportation. Far 
better, argue the LIBERALS, that the lives of children be 
placed in jeopardy than that their (the LIBERALS) ideals 
of LIBERALISM be destroyed. 

We could go on for many more columns in this wise. 
We have not the space to do so. Nor is there reason for us 
to do so. The Catholic press of the world is trying to warn 
its readers against the false philosophy and the injustice 
and illiberalism, of which the LIBERALS are guilty. The 
Catholic press of the United States is trying to prevent the 
Catholics of this country from being inoculated with the virus 
of false philosophy, trying to waken them to the realization 
of how unjustly they are being treated. 

If you would know how the Catholic press is out of step 
with the times, we have only to point to the difference in the 
accounts of conditions in Russia, Spain, Mexico and other 
countries as presented to you by our diocesan weeklies, our 
national weeklies and our Catholic magazines, and the ac- 
counts published in the secular press. 

Take Spain for example. While the secular press was 
presenting the Civil War in that country as one in which 
Fascism was trying to obtain control over the so-called duly- 
elected constitutional government, our Catholic magazines 
and newspapers gave you the true picture, the story of a re- 
bellion of God-loving people intent on saving their country 
from a godless, murderous, Soviet tyranny. 


Facts IN CATHOLIC PRESS 


While the secular papers, censored by the Madrid Gov- 
ernment, gave you either false or distorted news or mere 
generalities and portrayed the Governmental troops as win- 
ning victory after victory, the Catholic papers, through the 
medium of the N. C. W. C. News Service especially, and 
supported and substantiated by letters from individuals in 
Spain, gave Catholics the real news, gave names, dates and 
places, showed the campaign of murder and arson and rapine 
which was going on in that country with Catholics as the 
victims. They proved that the Insurgents were marching 
on victoriously, so much so that the secular papers in many 
instances had to change their tactics and admit, if not by 
direct statements then by change of procedure, that the 
Catholic papers were telling the truth. 
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The N. C. W. C. News Service in the past few years 
has demonstrated in the matter of getting accurate news 
and in giving the true background of conditions in various 
countries that it is incomparably superior in furnishing facts 
to the secular news associations and secular papers at least 
in things pertaining to the Catholic Church. This is not a 
mere assertion—it is a patent fact, patent at least to those 
who read our Catholic press. The readers of our Catholic 
press have found that what the secular papers told them 
months ago was wrong and what the Catholic papers told 
them months ago was true. 

The Catholic press appeals to all Catholics to help it in 
the campaign against false philosophy and persecutory, in- 
tolerant, illogical LIBERALISM. You can help the Church, 
you can help the individual Catholics, you can help our 
country, if all of you who know what we Catholic editors 
are doing will pledge yourselves to become more actively 
interested in the Catholic press and enable our magazines 
and newspapers to gain new subscribers and thus extend our 
influence and our usefulness. 


